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Atroduction

VIOIENT,AND ANTISOCIAL BEHAV OR

A LONGITUDINAL STUDY OF URBAN UTH

The purpose of this study' is to identify th social,, familial and

childhood characteristics which predict and expl in the development of

tisocial behavior. It also examines the extent to which violeni-
.

antisocial behavior presents a distinct entity with its unique etio-

logical processes.

While there have been several. major studies which have-attempted,

-

tO. identify the Causes and explain the,develOpment of antisocial

behavior and/or its expression in criminal behavior, these have been

bound -- for varied reasons -- by methodological limitations which

have precluded "explanation" in its forecasting, Causal sense. .A

multitude of studies, the most known: of which is the Gluecks' (1950)

haveympared known delinquents with their matched controls inoterms

a

of their social-physical-emotional development. The matching was done

after delinquency had erupted and the social - emotional histories

collected retrospectively. Such studies are 'faced with" objective,

methodological difficulties iridetermining,which Variables are ahte-

cedents of antisocial behavior,which are correlates that along with

antisocial behavior are accounted for by a third variable, and which,
-14 °

in fact, are the outcome of the child's deviant behavior. An improve-
d

rent over the retrospective and/or cross- sectional designs was achieved

by Robins (1960 in that childrell from a Child Guidance Clinic, seen

originally fora Vtricty of reaSons yerdmifted with their controls

4.
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on the basis of early school records, Subjects and controls were

thus derived from the same population frame. Moreover, :both groups

were interviewed thirty year = later and their "life long" \cumulative
r

records were assessed. R s' work presents a major effort to tap

childhood behavior whic progposticates latex antisocial behavior.

There are, however,

the possibility of

rat barriers inthe design,,hich preclude

entifying the causes leading.td antisocial

behavior. The ire rmation given by the mother's about their own and

their childrvnsr behavior postdated the childrens' identification as

"problems" by a treatment agency and/or the courts. Most importantly,

information about parental behavior was available .6nly for the clinic

group, ;sand that information was abstracted from the childrens clinic

.0records. It follows that the study could not include in its goals

the identification of pa:rental; familial variables or of early pre-

treatment predictor's of antisocial behavior. A study which stands out

in that it followed both designatdd "delinquents" and non-delinquents

is the follow-up study of the Cambridge-Somerville Youth Project
o

(McCord and McCord 1959, 1960). However, no systeinatic sampling

procedures were employed and one is hard pressed, in assessing the

effect of,self-selection., Furthermore, this study focuses on the

effect of patent-Child relationships and does not include information

on,e0W*tli'behavior in, explaining later criminal behavior.

The present study overcomes the above noted methodological

difficulties in several important ways. It is based on h random
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sample drawn from the caMmunity and representing a cross - section of

the populatian.,_Information was sr tematically collettod in a survey

interview from all mothers. As in sated by a later search of records,

With the exception of a small minsity (2% of the cases),,this inter-

view preceded the child's labelin as a "delinqUent". This information

includes both .parental and child

provides a source of ,informatio

hence an opportunity to diffgre tiate the outcome and correlates of

ehavior. A follow-up interview

on changes whiCh took place and

antisoc irc40 behavior from its tecedents. Flintily, antisocial and
<3

violent behaviorweremeasured loth on the basis of cumulative agency

records and as reported by the mother.. et the time of the second

interview. It is therefore hoped'th6t this and following analyses

will indeed provide generalizable information on the major factor

and processes Which explain the development of,antisocial and violent.

behavior.

Method

Sample

'NW

The o4ginaI sample comprised a provability sample of 1034 children

aged 6 ti:b 18 selected from a cross-section of Manhattan households

between 125th and Houston Streets. At Time I, frameadh health area,

. .

designated by the city, a cluster of eight dwellin units was rpdamly

selected, and every thirtieth cluster thereafter in the health area

was selected. All eligible families (i.e. those with a child 6 to 18

P

years of age) in a cluster were then enumeratea, and a selection,

pattern was assigned to a cluster that gave children across clusters



an equal probability of selection., This atratif ed-syStematic cluster

sampling plan. resulted in a sample that arras 56% White, 14% black,

29% Spanish-speaking, and 1% other. Bach age group except the oldest

comprised nearly one - thirteenth of the sample males and females

were fairly evenly distributed across the age group's.' At Tifte

on the average five years later, the sample was followed up.. _The

follow -up was conducted in such a manner as to regain the ethnic

'proportions of the Year I sample. This rule set lOWer boundary

5

since some of the Spanish-speaking families had m d out of the City

and could not be located. A total of 732 fami or 71% of the

original sample constituted the follow-up sample. t The follow-up

sample did not significantly differ from the orig nal sample in terms

of age, sex, demographic characteristics or score on the parental,

and marital dimensions. It therefore represents a random subsample

of the original cress- sectional, probability sample. The most relevant

demographic characteristics of this sample are presented in Appendix B

in terms of their joint bivariate distribution. The following analysis

examines violFt and antisocial behavior in this s Plc.

Sources of Data on Antisocial Behavior

The mothers at.both.the first and .the second interviews were

questioned in much detail about their childrens' behavior. As wip.

be seen later, ie childrens' violent and delinquent behavior as

reported at the t of the second interview was used in constructing

the relevant,behavicral inventories. However, inamiruch as we were 1
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interested-in tapping the full spectrum and severity oi.antisocial

behavior andin order to examine the exiaanatory power of our predictor

variables against an external criterion variable, we have also embarked

on an extensive search'of school and of officially recorded antisocial

behavior of the children in the sample.

The child's overt aggressive behavior at school as well as his

lack of self-control and problems in accepting authority were abstracted

from continuous school records. While not processed mechanically at

this time, this information will be included in future analyses of

Antisocial behavior.-

addition, information on officially recorded delinquent/crim-

inal behavior was collected through a.search of the files of SpeCial/

Services for Children, Family Court and the Police Department. The

recor searched cover a period of over twenty years and hence provide
0,

(lete amnulative "record" of lam violations as well as earlyac

con is arising from the need for protective services. In classify-

rmAation from these agencies a clear distinction was made

be ,en applications for social-psychological services (unrelated2to

law violatils), children's records attributed to parenteal neglect

and/or abuse, and records associated with the child's law - violating

behavior. The classification of law-violating behavior does hot derive

from the legal charge (although such charges were also coded); rather,

the behavior exhibited is class ied it terms of its Substantive .

components, namely, degree-and type of violence used, threat of

violence harm inflicted, weapon used, type andl4xee of aggression

8

0******, *,
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against property, nature as4 value of theft, juvenile - status

tions, violations of city law, sexual violatiois, alcohol abuse,

gambling, type of drug abused. The onset and frequency of delinquent:

)

activity as well as their sequence are also taken into account.

Definition and Measurement of Antisocial Behavior

Interpreting diagnostic language into functional terms Robirir

describes "Antisocial Personality" as "a pattern of recurrent and
a

persistent conflict 'ith socially prescribed patterns of behavior in

a wide variety of areas -- trouble with the law, with friends and
A

relatives,:on the job, ex6sSive drinking drug taking.* Diagnostic-

7---
ally he term !.T5pistent" serves to imply that the person repeats

such behavior, gaining no self correction from previous sanctions.

It also, however, leaves room fot_the supposition that only such

people who are "persistent" in their antisocial behavior and who also

present a cluster of personality charecteristi,s (eiong them,:suspi..

ciausness, hostility, irresponsibility, paranoid thinking irritability,

tension) should be properly regarded as "antisocial personality". ,

For the purposes of the present investigation antisocial behavior

is defined as recurrent violation of socially prescribed patterns of

behavior\ No equivalence with a psychiatric diagnoAic entity, is

.* L.N. Robins, "Social Qorrelates of Antisocial Personality", (p. 1)

Paper preeented atthe Annual Meeting of the American Sociological

Association, New Orleans, Augut,-1972, mimeo.
1

91
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assumed at this stage of our investigation. Instead, both antisocial

and violent behavior are defined by reference to a delimited set of

.

behaviors and conceptualized on a continuum of severity. Since the

8

'subjects studied (longitudinally) presently range from adolescence to

young adulthood, antisocial behavior was operationalized by reference

to the following behaviors:. defiance of parental and other authority,

stealing, truancy, expulsion front high school, premarital pregnancy,

run-away, excessive drinking of alcohol, abuse of marijuana and of

other drugs, unabated-pathological lying. Violent behavior"is defined

as overt aggression` which results in the destruction ofproperty or in

injury to persons. The.questionnaire items included in the inventories

of antisocial and of violent behavior are presented below. The items

in each of the inventories have been standardized.

these measures has been assessed [ric.x/ = (1 -

number of items in the sbale..y = total scale]*

The reliability of

) where k
av

and i5 satisfactory:

viole ce scale lick = .84, antisocial behavior scale r = .79. While
.

at a l ter stage, several steps might be used to further' increase the

reliab lity, for the purp94es of the foregoing analysis reliability is

satisf, Cory and measurement error does not present an obstacle for

interpret tion.

c

*. Jake.' Nunnally, P ch etrie Theo (McGraw-Hill, New York, 196'6;

0.1226227.

10
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Inventory of Antisocial Behavior

1. Refuses when directed by fathei,.. (Always and/Or often; obeys

resentfully; obeAys neutrallzi,lobeys willingly.)

2. Refuses when directed by mother. (Always and/or often; obeys

resentfully; obeys neutrally; obeys willingly.)

3. During last 5 years taken sums of money that did not belong

to him (her). (Dichotomized)

4. During last.5 years taken things that did not beloit to him

other than money. (Dichotomized)

5. Teacher, ccmplains about child's absences. (Dichotomized)

6. Has been expelled from school. (DichotoMy).

7. Quit school; (Dichotomy)

8. Days missed from school last year. (Over 30, between 10 - 30,

under 10).

9. Premarital pregnancy. (Bays responsible for premari al

pregnancy)

10. Lies so much that cannot believe anything he says. (Dichotomized)

11. :Flays hooky. (often; sometimes; never)

12. Ran away. (Dichotomized),

13. Drinks alcoholic beverages too much. :(Dichotomized).

14. Smokes Marijuana. (Currently; in Pasts never)

15. Takes drugs other than marijuana.. (Currently, in past, never)

arc
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InvOritory of Violent Behavior
p.

1. When lobes temper usually throvis, breaks, kicks, slams or

destroys th s. (Dichotomy)

. 2. ores temper strikes or hits other people. (Dichotomy)

3. Du Ing last 5 yearshitfmother, father,. teacher, friend,

other (non-sibling). (Cumulative score)

Person hit was hurt badly enough to need bandages. (Dichotomy

5. Tease, picks on or bully other children.. (DichotohOlk

6. Starts fights with others. (Dienotomized)._

7. Fights physically with mother. (Dichotomized)

8. Fight6 physically with father. (Dichotomized)

9. Fights 'physically with others not ( Dichotomized)

10.. Aggressive behavior described as a major problem (by mother)

during last five years. (Dichotomy)

11. Cruel to other children. (Dichotomy)

12. Set fires in last 5'years. (Dichotomy)

13. Broken windows, or destroyed'property during last 5 years.

Offic ially recotqed information (i.e. Police depa rtment, Familk

410

Court, Special Services for :;Children) haS beerCeOded in detail. After

excluding all events which do not represent juvenile-status andiar

adult law violations a dichotomous variable 4:4Autlinquent-Crimittal

record versus no Delinquent-Criminal record -- was established.



DISCUSSION OF IRESULTS

_ 4 -

ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOR MID THE SOCIAL MATRIX

Leading sociological theories, of deviant-antisocial behavior

'Vali considerab ly. in their conceptual explanatory framPworks, Strain

(or "anomie") 4heories explain deviant behavior as. resultlirig from

discrepancies between culturally induced goals and the socially

, structured Awls of, achieving th
1-

A.K. Cohen, in his social-
. /

, pgyahological theory, views 'the delinquent solution" as a "Reaction
.

.

,

formation, ... 'an irrational' ... 'unaccountable,' -hostility to the
I

,

enemy= within':.. as well as withollt: the norms of the respectable
%
L la -=

. ' middlerclass..." Subculture oil' "cultural, deviance" "theories propose

/ q..,

that delinquent'-antisocial beha or represent6 .conformity with a set,

of rolel and standards postive valued within certain segments of

4011gtsdciety.2'. -While th dynamics employed ift explaining delinquent-

antisocial behavior differ among the above theories, they all identify

and, indeed; focUs upon explaining the cdncentration of delinquent

behavior in, the lower social. strata.

I, Merton, So4ial ,Theory and Social Struc York: The

Fre Press, 1957), pp. 131-160; R.A. Cloward4nd L.E. Ohlin, Delin-

.quepcy and Opportunity (New York: The Free,PresS, X960)..

la A.K. Cohen; Delinquent Boys: The Culture of tang (Glencoe,

ILL:: Free Press, 1955)', 133.
a

2, See A.K. Cbhen, ed., The Sutherland Papers (Bloomington : Indiana
,

Ahiv. Press; 1956): Walter B. Miller, "Lower Class Culture as a

Generat,1.ng Milieu of Gang DelinqUency,l! Journal of Social Issues,

all (1958), 5-19.

t o

13



,The association between, class Membership ,and. delinctuentebehavior

draws support from. a great many empirical studies utilizitig official

data. Indeed, more than- three decades: ago War'ner and associates in

their studxes of social class observed that -the ,tko loyer cIasSes

accounted. for approximately 90 perCent of those arrested. in Yankee

City, While the two upper classes accounted for .less than-three -

r

Var.-berg ,1 Percent. C.R. Oaw and H. McKay analyzed data from

Chicago and 21 other large cities in the. United States .,a.u.ring the

19201s and 19301s. Their data indicate the preponderance of idelin-
' '

qUency in lower class transient neiiaborhoods.3 More recent1§., in a

study which covers a complete age cohorto, Wolfgang, Figlio and Selltn

report-a~ twofdld'Offender rate for lover SES min-White boys as

cdmpared with higher.SESWhite boys.

The data 'reflected in crime reporting, and the theories Which

dominated thezTield:Or.gl.elinquency for a. number of, decades have thus

been mutually supportive. So much so, that the association between
. .

widespread antisocial behavior' and low. social. status became an

accepted truism'and invistikator:S searching-,for the causes of criminal '

.
behavior tended to examine the relative -importance of traits broken

1.1

3. C.R. Shaw and. H.D. McKay, Juvenile Delincluency and,Urban Areas

,

(University of Chicago Pre'ss, 19148), 04
.. N.4.. M.E. Wolfgang, H.R., Figlio and T. Seilin, Delinquency in ''a Birth

Cohort (University of Chicagd Press,' i972)'.,,,



homes, large. number of children absent fathers,. etc.) characteristic

cd-the luVer clads:5

As research on delinquency' expanded, however diasatilia.ction with

Official records as the basic datum: grell- stronger, While it is clear

that official data.° particularly tha.t which pertains' to known offenders

do nottover t4:0 phenomenon under study, there are no-ways-to estimate

the extent to Which it'doet-or-tIoet-otunderetimtte it, or .the

00, -
direction in Which it biases ite teresentatiop,. Morepvera various

iesearchers have observed that the treatment of delinquent-antisocial
,

.

behavior as a .dichotomous attribute [i e, , dell.nquent. vs. nondelinqUent.

or institutionaliZed .vs noninstitutiOnaIiZedl. Pre'Senta an over

simpliflcation end bears little vaildity. Such behavior, it is

suggested,. varies 44 degree and. be conceptUalized along one or

more cOntinua.6 ,F011owing this approach; several researchers hive

constructed ,instraments which 'are not dependent on the le ode and

_which were used in direct intervieving.00r as a part'of.an,anonymous

5. W.: McCord And McCord, Origins of Crime (i161.7, York ,Columbia

Univ. Prets,.1959); Willie:4i 0. Otrac tut .114...0a. tic 'Miller, Delinquent

) :

Behavior (Washington, D National Educational Ahsociation, 1959Y

VOL, pp. 55:75.

A good example of this 'approach is pysdnted in Short, "The

$ociocUtural Context of belinquendy, Crime- and'

365 (1960):p. 366.

V.



questionnaire.7 For the most part they demonstrate that the relation

'between socioeconomic status and delinquent behavior, as measured by

these instruments, is very small or nonexistent. 8 Moreover, the

small relation identified between class membership and delinquent

activity does not consistently follow the expected inverse function.9

yC 0 )

7. The most widely used sca e was constructed by.F.I. Nye and

J.F. Short, Jr., "Scaling De nquent Behaor," American Sociological

. ,Review, XXII (1957), 328. Ano er scale which has, been given con-
.

..04r.,siderable attention was presented in R.A. Dentler and L.J. Monroe,

"Social Correlates of Early Adolescent 'Theft," American Sociological

"er

Review, XXVI (1961); 733-7434.

8. T. Hirschi, elises of Delinquency (Berkeley; Univ. Of California

Press, 1969); F.I. Nye, J.F. Short.arid V.J. 01q.on "Socioeconomic

Status and Delinquent Behavior," American Journal of Sociology,

I= (1958); 388; M.L. Erickson and L.T. Empey, "Court Records,

f

Criminology and Pplice'Science, 51i (1963), p. 456,

9. For an example of a study which reports a positive 'relation (i.e.

,h

greater delinquency in the upper classes) see. H.L. Voss, "Socio-%

econamicStatus and Reported Delinquent Behavior," Social Problems,

13 (1966), pp. 311 -321. An inverse relation has been reported among

Undete*dpelinquency and Decition-MAkirig," Journal of Criminal Lae.,

others by,A.J. Reiss, Jr. and A.L. Rhodes, "The distribution of.

juvenile Delinquency in the Social Class Structure," American Socio-

logical Review, 26 (1961), pp. 721-732.



The fa4sthat findings from self-report sudies or.OblihTlent

behavior do nCt2Nerify-the clawdifferential so capitalized upon by

"classical° the:408.0g delinquency raises same important issues., yet,

the are certain viethoilological piobleme whieh'need to be overcome

and.which indeed ,Leave eveli some of those researchers who'ntilize

self-reported information somewhat 'uneasy about the conclusi'veIless

and the comparability bP their Findings. Most importantly, self-
\\

been
,

.report_studies have lypically based on in-school samples and

have been carried out ix 11 towns or cities. Theymay-therei:

4 10
fore have minimized' both class and delinquency differentials 'and

possibly missed altogether the groups to which theorists allude and

which are also of particular concern to thi planners of.services.

Self-report instruments are also, expectedly, heaVily composed of

items which reflect relatively minor:andior jaVenile status type law

violations and do not run the gamiit'of severe crimes againOt person or

propertY: Inaddoing they .give relatively greater weight to minor

Infractions.

Given the conflicting findings on the relationship of sociO.

demographic - variables to delinquent-antisocial; behavior and the cen-

thebe variables occupy iftdelinggepoy theories, it

important to -farther probe-this issue. :pi view, of the restricted

samples used in previous self-rpport" studies it IA Particularly

10. T. Eirsch4 Op.cit.
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interesting to examine both official aid. survey data in.a random

cross-sectional sampl of urbap. youth.

The social-demo aphic-variAbles included in the following,

analysis are incase"level; rent; number of addresses (or moves)

within the City; mother's education; number of children in the family;

and ethnic-racial group. The relationship of these indelgendent.vari-

%.
Wales to the acquisition' of a delinquent and/or adult crtminal record

was examined 1) for the shady children (i.e. , the index child in each

family N=732); 2) for all of the children in each family. To the extent

that such familial demographic variables are significantly associated

with criminal record) the results pertaining to the sample of stuay,

.

,children and those which also take their siblings "into aecount should

be°completely congruent;. indeed, the latter should further Accentuate

the relationship..

It sliould:be noted that while sane of these:variables are inherently

=changeable, others, such as income level or dumber of addresses, may

change differentially over t3iue. In congruence with' the attempt to

examine the strength of these variables as predictors, Timex measures

(dprived in the first interview).bf these,demographic variables were

related to the acquisition of an official record in the following

10 year peri

Later, Lhe relationship between these demographic variables and

the child's Antisocial, violent behavior as reported by the mother

will be examined.

d.

18
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.) Officially rded Delinquency and Socio7demographic Background

Tables A 1 through A'5.display a strong and consistent relation-,

ship.btween each of the sociodemographte variables and:the acquisi-

Lion of an "official" delinquent/criminal record.

Table A 1

.Percentage.of Study Children with

Delinquent /Criminal Records at Familyjncame ;ryels'

Income*

No Delinquent/
Criminal
Record

DelinqUent/
Criminal
Record

Favexty
(Under 4000)

Io7wer Income.

(kOoo 7800)-

Wale Income
(7800 - 10,500)

Upper Middle Incane

70.7

83.7

. -
87.8

54.9

29:3

16.3 -

12.2

5.1

.123

276

90

0

78

(10,500 - 15,500)

High Income
(over 15,500)

X2 . 57.19

99.4

d. = 41 p< .0001

* Family Income in 196$ -67

The.same relationship is observed when income and delinquent-record

are examined within each sex group separately. Furthermore, the

relationship of family income and delinquent-crimin record holds.

0.6 165

equally well when all of the children in these fameili,es are taken

into account.**

* examination of rent levels reveals an identiCal pattern.

17



bleA2
1

Percentage of Study Children with

\elinquent/CriminalR4ords by Number of Addresses

Number of
Addresses

No Delinquent/
Criminal Record

Delinque iminal
Rec

1 89.0 11.0 245

.2 90.7 9.3 257

3 86:4
s

13.6 147

4+ 68.7 . 31.3 83

. 28.0 d.f, = 3 IS< .0001.

When all children in the family are congidered, the. X2 is

similar-4r significant at the .0001 level. Both distributions seem to

.

indicate a sharp increase in official delinquency in the multiple

address category or more)' as compared to-the test. However,

when boys and girls are examined separately, this pattern holds'only

for the boys, whil.e;the girls ekhibit.a progressive incremental

increase closely corresponding to the residential moves.

While the above soeiodemographic variable's present relatively

direct measures of socieleconomic position, mother's level of education

't4.

can be viewed as an indicator of class membership 411 its cultural

meaning. As indicated in the following table,.Mtther's educational

background is closely associated with later acquisition of delinquent

records by children.



Mother's
Education

Low
(Up to 8 years)

Medium
(High School
and/or

Trade School)

Percentag

Deli.nq

Mother

Table A 3

of Study Children'with

ent/Criminal Record by

Educational Background

No Delinquent/
C al Record

77.1

85.8 '

High
(College)

= 31.6 . d.f..= 2

SIMilarly, mother's

.highly interrelated

account.

96.3.

p< .0001

19

Delinquent/
Criminal Recpr

22.9
I

179

14.2 339

.education and children's

when all of the family0s

3.7 97'

I

official records are

Children are taken into

Number of children in the family, or family size,.is a measure

which reflects the asbociion between class membership and certain quali..

tative structural characteristics of the family. Table A 4 indicates

the existence of a relationship between the number of children in a

family and the acquisition of an "official" record by study children.
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Take A 4

Percentagef Study Children with

Delinquent/Criminal Redord by Family Size

'Number-of
Children-

'in Family

No Delinquent/
Criminal
Record

1 85.7

2 91.3

3/4 88.o

5 or more 72.0
%.

20

Delinquent/
Criminal
Record Jai

14.3 133

8.7 264

12.0 242

28.0 93
4

X2 = 22.68 d.f. = 3 p< .0001

The above table presents a certain reversal, that is,'a higher.

proportion of official delinquency for only children as compared with

children from families oftwo or three children. In this instance,

it is' particularly instructive to examine the'data on boys and girls

separately; as well as data concerning all the children in the family.

Examination of the pertinent data within sex groups indicates that

girls who are only children have a particularly high proportion of

official delinquency rivaled only by that of girls from large families

(five or MO e). o are only children have a rate comparable to

that of boys from families with two, three or four children. Bays

from large families (five or more) present the highest proportion

two and one-half times their expected share of offipial delinquents.

-Ae fact that single children, seem to stancrout in a fashion somewhat

22
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unrelated to family 'size calls for further probing. While sane studies

have isolated only children as 'behavior'problems", in general, previoue

studies halie identified a positive relationship between number of

children and delinquency and have attributed it to variability in

Yeupervision. Somewhat anticipating further analysis, it should be
I .4.

stated that. in'this. sample only White children exhibit the expected

linear 'relationship between number of children.and delinquent record.

Members of minority groups, particularly those typically characterized

by a large number of children (e.g., Spanish) havea. high Offender
-

rate for only children. It is therefore suggested that the relation-
-. -

ship between number of aildren.in the family and the acquisition'of.

a delinquent record be interpreted as due to the association of the

former with class-..membership as well as to a quality of disorganization

or "unsettleness" of the family reflected In sihgle-child households .in

certain subcultures.

Earlier studies, most notably, Wolfgang at ai.(1972) have

reporteda-Sigher rate of known offenders among non - Whites as compared

to Whites. These rates have been generally reported for boys or males

and for populations where primarilysthe non - White/White differentiation

is applicable. The following Table A 5 clearly indicates the large

differences in, the proportion of known offenders among the relevant

ethnic-racial groups.
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Table A 5

4 Percentage of Study Children with
Delinquent/Crim.inal Records by' Ethnic. Groups

o

22 ,

vs,

No Delinquent/
Criminal Record

Delinquent/Crim-
final Record

White . 93.6 6 .4 440

Black 65.3 34.1 ` 95

Spanish 81.7. 18.3 197

X2 . 60.6 d.f; = 2 p< .0001

,

When the data are-examined within sex groups the above, pattern

is roughly replicated for males (percent with, delinquent-criminal

record: White 11.1; Black 55.6; Spanish 25.5 total N=376), In

the case of females however the gap between the White group and the

other two is larger (percent with delinquent/criminal record:

Whi 4; Black 16:0; Spanish 9.9 -- total N=356). In, considering

all children in the family the proportions Are basically Maintained

Mute 11.6; Black 55.6; and Spanish 32.0 - total N=732).
.

When examined separately,. each of the above variables relates

significantly-to the acquisition of a crimihal.record. .As expectek,

bowe'ver, these sociodemographic characteristics (see Appendii

arp,not distributed independently of one another. It is therefore

necessary to clarify which of the above variables is indeed causally

Velated to the acquisition of a .crime record and. which only spuriously

4 related due to intereorreAtions among the independent variables.

Furthermore, interactions among these variables may be expporeed, such

.24
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that the introduction of a control will change the relationship in

various cells to varying degrees.

Of the above demographic variables, the. two which carry most

weight in terms of earlier research and which are also most inter-

related among themselves (contingency coefficient .52) are Racial-

Ethniecroup and Income. It is important to know to what extent they

are redundant or in which-way they interact in'explaining officially

recognized delinquency/crLinality. AB indicated in Table A6,within

income levels the. Spanish and White children have similar rates of

known delinquency. The Blacks, however, maintain a considerably higher rate,

even within campar'able income levels.

Table A 6

'Percentage of Study Children with'Delinquent/Criminal Records
for

Racial-Ethnic Groups Within Income Levels

Poverty
(1)

Low
Income
(2)

Middle
Income

(3)

White 20.0 32_ 10.2

Black 39.5 , 33,1 23.1

Spanish 25.7 15.0 .1

Upper Middle High
Income Income
(4) , (5)

4,2 . 0.0 111+0

20.0 50.0 95

0.0
.

- 197

N=123 N=276 14=90 N=78 N=I65.

For. Income level (1) X2 = 2.9 = .

For income level (2) X2 = 11.4. = 2 p< .003

BecaUse of law cell frequencies d the Black and Spanish groups in the

three uppermost categories of inc e, a significance test could not be

performed for. those income leve1s. It is intetest.Ing to note that

while the trend is consistent the relatiOriship between ethnic group
0

membership and official delinquency - criminality is the weakest on the

lowest income level.



Inasmuch as ethnic group differences, are not eliminated by

controlling for income level, it is necessary to examine theextent

to which ethnic -group membership, particularly insofar as members of,

the Black group are concerned, "explains away" the -effect of other
,

.demographic variables. When the. data are examined within racial-

ethnic groups, income levtl and the acquisition of a delinquent/

criminal record are significantly associated in the White group, less

so for the Spanish and not at all for the Black group.11 When the

4

I

U. The lack of .a significant relationship between income level and:,

the acquisition of a record in certain groups was further examined

pr internal replication. The results were summarized in Table A 7.

Table A 7

,Significance of Relationship between Income Level and

. Delinquent/Criminal Record within Ethnic-Racial Groups

Study Child
Study and : Boys Girls
Children Siblings --(Study children only)
(1W732) (N *=:732 Families) .(11 R 376) (N = 356,)

White p< .0001

Black N.S.

Spanish p< .06.

.
p< .0001 p<'.0001 p< .0001

N.S. N.S. N.S.

p< .01 N.S. p< .01

2G



other independent variables of a 65 iodemographic

the same pattern is further subatantiatdd (See P Tab
M.

:4
TWO-6'10

atar

e A

Significance of Relationship between

Four Sociod.emOgra,phic Measures an

Delinquent/Cr

Income
(1 - 5Y

White

Bletak,

-p< .0001

N.8".

Spanish p< 06

5

are examined

al Record within 'Racial-Ethnic Groups

Number if
Residential MoVes

(1, 2,"3, 4+)

o.

p< .002

Mother T s
Ed1104011

(1,2,3)

0 0 67

N.S.

N.S.

Number of chil-
dren in Family

(1, 2, 3-4) 5+),

NS.

N.B.

p< .01

Within. the Black group none of the demographic variables are, signif-

icantly related. to the acquisition of a criminal record. For the Whites

the relationship is particularly strong for income "`and mother ts education;

it does not reach significance for number of residential moves or number of

children(when number of children born by Tillie. 2 is. used the relationship is'

significant). Within the Spanish group, basically;a11.the relevant measures

are signifidantly related to the acquisition of record; the Spahish mothers

have the lowest and least varied lewl of education'.

In mai these data strongly support Wolfgang et al. (1972) in isolating

re.cial-ethnic group menibership as the strongest correlate ofdelinquent-
,

-eriruthial record.12 However, in as,,rmich as we were not

Wolfgang 6t al. ; .0. 53-64.



interested in the social distribution per se but in the extent to

. -

which these,social,characteristibs nekplain" official delinquency

we went on to isolate their effect. It was then determined that the

effect of certain social-economic-characteristics varied among the

different racial-ethnic groups involved.

.(B..;, Delinquent Behavior-and 8odiodemographicBackgi.Ound

Information frOnthe Time I #terview concerning the abolie tOcio-

ff demographic measures was also examined for its relationship to delin--

quenfbehavior as repotted by .the mother fiVe years later.' The,,,

''Velationship between SoclOdemograPhic Charactteristies and survey- reported

delinquent behavior is ConSiderablY.Weaker*ad More.:,e00PleKthan th4t.

described allow for "'officially" known criminality. Nevertheless;

unlike the' findings presepted by some previous stUdies,
13

a discernible

pattern Associating social characteristics withdelinquent behavior is

identified.

It is unlikely that this discrep4n6y in findings is due to the
4

fact that the information analyzed here was repo ed by mothers while

the 'studies allud,61:bc used information reported by ihe adolescents

Viem:selves. Overall, mothers can lie.expected to be less aware of

delinquent activity than the adolescents or yOung adultsthemselveP.;

13. F.I. Nye, Family Relationships and Delinquent Behavior (New York:

Wiley, 1958), pp. 23-311; T. Irirschi, Causes of Delinquency (Berkeley:

of Calif. Press 1969), pp. 66-81.
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yet there is no reason to
.

27

xpect' that an ethnically differential

Observed "re lationShip Mereover , in

ch is equally normatively sanctioned,

ducated` mothers who...report more 'violent

response bias accounts fo

reporting violent beb.avio

'it is tthe 'White and the mo

behaVior on the part of the

In the following parag.ra

hildren.

s the riblatiOnship ,betireen each of the

tics, and the ratings On theabove noted demographic characte

inventory of delinquent behavior, is revie

Table A 9

PerCentage of Study Children at Different dategories,, o

Delinquent Behavior by Family Income
..

Delinquent Behavior*

NO Delinquent
,Behavior

:Income

-Poverty
(under 4000)'

lower Income
(16poo7860)

Midale Income ,
(7800-10,500)

"Upper Middle r

"Income

(10,500-15,500)

High Income
Over,15,500)

(.)

30.1

Moderately Most
Low Moderate High Delinquent N

1TY (3) (4) (5) 7---

33.3 18.7

35:9 31.9 15.2

31.1: 16.1 6.7

26.9 28.2 19.2 19.2 a 6.4

8.1- 9.8 123

t3.0. 9.1 276

2
X = 34.4

18.8 38.0, 23.0 33.3. 6.1

N = 2 1 6 N 253 T1= 13 N = 72 N =58
..d.f. = 16 p<

lc' Vie categories presented cover the distribUtiOn as follows: (1) includes -au
,of those with no delinquent behavior; (2) those with a e half a s.d. below, the

Mean;" (3) Up to half a s.d. abovt the mean; (4) more them hat t up to one sod. abo
the mean; (5) more than one above the mean,

.5 I , kW 555.a.55.515. 5 11..0



The above joint bivariate distribution differs significantly from

chance but the relationship observed 1.relatively camplex. Overall

the, distribution is U shaped with the middle income children having

the least delinquency and the upper income children presenting more

delinquency than those from lower income families. In the "most

delinquent" category, however, the lower income children exceed those

from middle and upper income families.

The relationship between racial-ethnic group memberShili and

delinquent behavior presented in Table A.10 is stronger and more I'

consistent, for the various levels of delinquency, than the set .

0 .

described above. It is worth notiffg, however, that the differenCI,

among the groups is particularly discernible for the extreme delin-

quent categories. A prominent characteristic of the relationship

presented belOW is the relatively low Level of delinquency reported

for the Spanish children. Inasmuch as the Spanish children have

a rate of "official" delinquency considerably higher than the

Table A 10

Percentage of Study), Children at Categories .of
4'

Delinquent Behavior' by Racial Ethnic-Group

Delinquent Behavior

No Delinquent ,

Behavior Low

(1) (2)

Moderate

I(3)

Moderately
High

Most
Delinquent

(5)

N

Ragial Ethnic
Group

1

White 27.5 35.0 20.2 , ,10.7 6.6 440

Bla&k. 22.1 .28.4 20:0 12.6 16.8 95

SPiniS4 37.6 '36.5 12.7
.

.6.6 '6.6 197

2 = 26.6 d.f. = 8 p< .000

. 3.



Whites, this group presents the largest.discrepancy between self-
,

/eported and officially.recorAcd delinquency.
-

Number of residential moves appears.to be associated, with- ;di

ferences between low and moderate levels of delinquency. For the,

overall sample, howeier, the relationship falls' short of significance

. '

on an acceptable level (p÷- .07). As will be seen' later, residential

moves do significantly' effect the level of delinquent' behavior 31),

certain subgroups.

Mother's level of education shows a pattern of relationship

similar to that presented for income. That is, mothers with low

education have a greater proportion of "mast delinquent". children;

hoWever, mothers with high education have a Beater proportion of

children'with moderate to moderately high levels of delinquency. The

relationship, however, is significant only on the .08 level.

Both racial - ethnic, group membership and income level are sig-

nificantly related to delinquent behavior as reported in the survey.

Imthis instance, too, we are interested imisolating the effect of

Tale A li presents the "Most Delinquent" category for each

income level.

3 .1



Table A 11

. - Percent of qlost Delinquent Children for

Each Racial-Ethnic Group within Income levels

Income Level
r

S2) (3) (4) (5).

(Under (4000-

4000) 7800)

White 6.7 9.1

Black 13.2 18.9

Spanish 8.6 5.6

(7800--
101500)

(10,500-
15,500)

6.8 5.6

7.7 20.10

5.6 ox

(Over

15,5co) N

4.9 44o

100.0 95

- .
197

N.123 N=276 N=90 N=78 N=165

.

For Intone level (1) x2=9.7 . d.f.=8. p = N.S.

For Income level (2) X;2=19.0 d.f1=8 p< .01

(Test of significance performed on the total distribution of delinqucet
behavior involving 5 leveld of intensity)..

The association between ethnic group membership and delinquent

30

behavior even after the effeqt of intone leyel is removed is evident

in the above table. HoWever, because of low cell freqpeneies of the

.
Black and Spanish groups in the three upper most categories of income,

- a significance test could not beperformed,tor those income levels.

Interestingly, while the trend is similar, the relationship between

ethnic,group membership and delinquency doedhot reacWsigniticance

on the lowest income level. While somewhat ted because of methodo-

logical considerations, the above table clearly indicates that the

removal of income level as a determinant of delinquent behavior in no
.

way eradicates racial-ethnic group differences..



A camplementary workup was done to. see whether, indeed, racial-

, .
ethnic group membership is so dominant a factor as to "wash out"

the effect of any or all of tle other sociodemographic variables.

TalbleA 12 briefly summarizes the relatioriship of each of the relevant

demographic variables to delinquent behavior within ,r`acia.1-,ethnic groups.

\

Table A l2 .

Significance of Relationship between Four Sociodemographic Measures
.

and

Delinquent Behavior within Racial-Ethnic Groups

Income
Number of Resi-
dential Moves

Mother's
Education

Number Chil-
dren in'Pailly

(1-5) (1,2,3,4+) (.1 4,3)- (1,2;3-4,5+)

White p< .006 p< n.s. n.s.,

.1.
4

Black ,n.s. n.s. n.s.

Spanish n.s. p< .05 n.s. p< .01

The information across the four demographic measures furherI

substantiates the Observation that for Blacks rac41-ethr4ic group

membership overshadows the differ nces in socioeconomic and other

demographic measures. Not co for Whites ox Spanish in which cases

1these variables do contribute to he explanation of de quency.

14. It should be noted that theiBlacts present a wider range of

income levels and mother's p ucation than the Spanish. They are

approximately equally distr uted in terms of family size. The

Spanish do present a wider range in residential moves.
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The pattern which evolves in terms of the relationship between

sociodemographic measures and delinquent behavior is, overall, similar

to that described above for "official" delinquent-crthtinal records.

In both cases racial-ethnic group membership plays a'daminant. role and

the interaction between racial ethnic group and other demographic variables

is alike. Notably, however, Bladk middle- income childt whose rate

of Mother reported delinquent behavior is comparable to that of their

White and Spanish class counterparts have a relatively higher rate of

publically known lelinquency.

Although some earlier studies of self-reported delinquency have

alluded to differences' between Whites and Nan-Whites, overall they

propose that self-reported delinquency an opposed to "official" delin

quency is unrelated to sociodemographic characteristics. The analysis
.4

presented above suggestb that sociodemographic variables are-signifi-

cantly associatedwith survey reported delinquent behavior. It further

helps in distinguishing those characteristics which predict both self-

reported and official delinquency from those which reveal a gap. How

much of the discrepancy among these predictors Should be accounted for

by the mother's (uninformed) report and to what extent it reveals

differential ethnic treatment by the agencies Will be better assessed

after the nature of the official delinquent behavior will be examined

and taken into account.



STRUCTURAL AND BEHAVIORAL CHARACTERISTICS OF,

THE FAMILY AND ANTISOCIAL BEHAVOR

Structural and interpersonal chqreeteristics of the family as a

unit, most notably, broken homes,,absenteatheid, mother's emplbryment,
4. ,s

number of children, cohesiveness of e family and parental quarreling,
o

\

have reCeived a great dealof at tion'in delinquency research Two

prominent conceptual themes derlie the interpretation of their

relationshipto delinquent behavior. One emphasizes the importance of

normative controls and their internalization. Following this View,.

.parental supervision and its relationship to stability of the faMily

union, number of children'in the family, mother's employment outside

tio home and cohesiveness of the Gamily became focal predictive

measures of delinquent behavior.15 A second conceptual. theme relies

more on the emotional atmosphere and the quality of modeling. Accord-

ing to this view broken homes, for example, aro not in and of them-

selvka etiologically important; rather ,'they present a symptam associated

15. While "control theory" took a more conceptual form in P.I. Nye,

?Emily Relationships and Delinquent Behavior (Wiley: New York, 1958),

the Glueeks in their pioneering study had already rut much emphasis

on this issue. .Indeed, supervision and cohesiveness of fanny are two

of the five items on their predictive table. See Sheldon Glueck and

Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency (Cambridge; Harvard

University Press, 1950)", pp. 112-115.-
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with or a variant ofpoor7family relatiOnships. The researchers

involvedprovide'for a comparison between hroker(homea and quarrel!-:

saMelbut families. Their results-generally indicate that ilk

broken and quarrelsome families are similarly associate& with criminal

behavior and,yaxperly trpated as Of a kind. Quarielsome fnmilies

however, seen'to have a greater immediate disruptive-effect-as can-

16' pared to broken familieel; Whether structural or interpersonal

characteristics of the familyare brought into focus (or a caribination

thereof) the emphasis.is always on the effect of intrafamilial

Droceases-.

,Same studies, while putting leas emphasis on the family as a
,

system of reciprocal interaction, examine carefully the role of the

varentsoMist attention has been,paid,to the adverse effectof:anti-

sOCial fathers. Robins ('1964) .suggests that father's antisocial

behavior is indeed a'daminant factor and when controlled for, other

.

social class4elated differences conSideraWy J4bse: their importance
. .

as predictors of.the child's future antisocial behavior. However, the

author does not pursue the analysis to the point, of interpreting or

accounting' for this relationship. ,Is it due :to the extent'. of frua-

tration suffered by the children? is it the result of direct rein-

-16.i. Nye) opcit., D. 464. and .1%, McCord* Origins. of Orime

(NewXorkt Columbia University Pres14 1959)..differentiate the effect

of 'broken, Vs. quarrelsome homes onluvetile vs. ,adult

Broken homes) it ltuggested, bear greater,importance in terms of

long tax% adult criminality.

:36
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forceraent or, of role modeling? Are there any other .social Rsychologi-
.

cal processes"invelved?, R.
,In the following analysis we will Tel/1.a twelve familial measures

=4. theii relationship to both publicly recordeeend, mother.reported

delinquent behavior.. These measures inilude'structival characteris-

tics of the family as well as a set of dimensions representing distinct

aspects of
'

,the marital relationship and of the parents g khysical-eMo-
, :7 4

tional health. Using this information the distinct and. common predic-

tors of publicly laiciswn and. raother-riportel delinquent behaVior will

be ideritified. 4"1,12- tberlbebhe importance

of -familial variables and the dynamics through which they influence

delinquent criminal behavior:

0 jt.Oren raised. by both their natural parents have a considerably

lower frequency of tivtin delinquency/criminality than those brought up

by one or neither of their nat4p.1 parents. This relationship

Tdble B 1

Percentage of Study Children with Delinquent/Criminal Record by

Number of Natural Parents in Household

No Naturi al Orie Na.tUral Both Natural
Pare its Parent. Parents

ro

NO Delinqueot 83.3 79.0 90.1 635
Criminal Record.

Delinquent .16:7 21.0 9.9 ;9Z
Crfrlinal Record

N = 24 N ;t 205 N = 503
X2 =15.6 p< .001

37
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remains significant when, due to the small number in the "no natural

parents" group, a dichotomy is assumed between those raised by both

,

parents and those raised by one or-none, Natural mothers report of

their children' s behavior substantiates the relationship reflected in

agency data. In the case of children in the "no natural parents"

group, the female guardian reported less delinquency on-the part of

their children as canpared with their representation in agency data.

It is possible that such guardians (including adoptive parents) are

relatively more reluctant to reeognize and report their children's

delinquent behavior.' Nevertheless, when a dichotomy is assumed between. children

Table. B 2

Percentage of Children at Different Categoriechof

Delinquent Behavior by Natural Parents

Delinquent
Behavior

None

tow

Moderate

Moderately High

Most Delinquent

No Natural
Parents

One Natural
Parent

Both Natural
Parents

45.8

37.5

6.0

12.5

4.2

.24.9

27.8

23.4

12.2

11.7

30.6'

37.2

16:4

8.7

6.6

216

253.

133

72

- 58

N = 24
X2 = 22.7 d.f. = 8 p< .003

N = 205 N = 503

'brought up by both parents and the others the relationship as reflected

survey data remains significant X2 ='10.9'p< .02.
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The above relationship is congruent with previous findings from.

both studies of publicly recorded. and pf ;eif-reported delinquency. It

should be noted that in this sample 22.3% of the White children, 41%

of the $panish and 52.6% of the Black children were brought up without

one or both natural parents.

If presence of both natural parents and family stability are

inherently of importance, their effect should be similarly reflected

in the various-ethnit groups. This, however, is not the case. Table B 3

which summarizes the relationship for both agency recorded and survey

reported behavior indicates that the Spanish children are most affected

by the'fatherts absence while the Blacks Me the least affected.. It is

suggested that such variation among groups' reflects differences in the

'role of the father and, moreover, in the sanctions associated with his

absence in various groups.

Table B 3

Significance of.Relationship between NuMberof

Natural Parents in theHousehold and Delinquency

by Ethnic-Racial Group

.Whites Blacks Spanish:

Delinquent/Criminal N.S.* 1LS. p<, .03

Record q

Delinquency as ,p< .06 N.B. p< .05

reported by mother

* This relationship approaches significance. When other sibsare

considered, the relationships'reach the following levels: Whites p<.02;

'Blacks N.S.; Spanish p< .007.

L
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Eight dimensions representing distinct aspects of the marital

relationship as well as the parents' physical and emotional health,

were examined for their relationship to the acquisition of a criminal

record and to delinquentrantisocial behavior as reported in the survey.

Scores on these factors were obtained for the time of the first and the

second interview five years later. In this discussion we will focus

on the relationship observed when Time I measures are used to predict

later behavior. 'It is expectedthat the correlations with Time I

measures will be weaker than those with Time II measures which reflect , .

a more current view of the familial traits. However, these correla-

tions throw light on the "signals" which forecast later antisocial

behavior in its various forms. Where Time II measurement provides

new information or deviates from the pattern observed with thy Time I

data it will be noted.

Since the scores on these factors represent continuous variables

the Pearson product moment correlation was used to determine association

and the ttest for,a correlation to determina significance. Of the

eight factors, one was not predictive of either survey reported or

officially recorded delinquent behavior.and was hence omitted from the

table. While five factors are predictive of delinquent antisocial

behavior as reported in the survey and thkee of delinquent/criminal

record, only one -- unhappy marriage -- is simultaneously related to

both on the level of first order correlations. When Time II measures

are considered the overlap in somewhat greater in that the mother's

emotional and physical health is aIsO(inveroely)correlated with

delinquent/criminal record.
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Delinquent
Behavior
Scale

Violent
Behavior:
Scale

Delinquent/,
Criminal
Record

r

Table B 4

Correlations of Familial-Parental Factors with Delinquent,

Violent Behavior and with Official Delinquent/Criminal Record

39

Isolated
Parents

B

Unhappy
Marriage

C
Mother's
Physical &
Dmotional
Health*

D E
Unlei- Husband
surely Parents Ill.and

Parents. Quarrels' Xithdrawn

G

Tranitional
Marriage *

N.S. r= .15 r= .16 N.S. r = .13P r = .13 r = .11 4,4"

S.L. .001 S.L. .001 S.L. .001 S.L. .001 S.L. .01 0'

. r= .'O9. r= .12 N.S. r ='.19 N.S. r = .16
.0% S.L. .01 S.L. .001 S.L. .001 S.L. ,001.

r =.10 r = .16 N.S. r = .16 N.S. N.S. N.S. 0C2 is S
S.L..01 S.L. .001 S.L. .001 . nificant p5

* Correlation indicates an inverse relationship.

The overaJ1 pattern of relationship strongly suggests that the

familial characteristics should. be considered as consisting of two

subsets -- one reflecting the family as a unit vis -a -vis the larger

*

social system and the other focusing on intrafamilial processes. The

latter, in particular, the mother's poor emotional and plsical

health, the father's ill health and lack of involvement in the family,

and a quarrelsome conflictive relationship prpvide the emotional milieu

in which delinquent behavioris most likely to develop. The former,

that is, the family's isolation from the larger social group, its
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lack of informal or formal contacts17 and to some extent its exclusion

from all forms,
y
of social participation predicts the eventual develop-

ment of "social" problems and of the children's recruitment into

criminal careers. "Unhappy Marriage" which basically lumps extreme

person and social- dissatisfaction predicts both.
18

. 4

Yi

4-As-part of the overall longitudinal, study a profiling technique

(using Hierarchical Cluster Analysis) was used so as to identify.types

of families. Nine demographic variables, eight .parental- familial

factors and five parent-child relationship factors (which will be

discussed in detail.later) were entered into the analysis. All

variables were standardized so that none was differentially weighted

by its variance. A given type had to present at least a .25 standard

deviation unit discrepancy on a factor from the total sample mean for

that factor to be included in the characterization. The resultan

seven family types are presented in Table B 5 with their corresponding

17. The dimension underlying the factor "Isolated Parents "represents

lack of personal-informal contact outside the home. The dimension

labeled"Unleisurely Parents"represents lack of participation in any

organized activity outside the home as well. as lack of 'involvement in

agy activity which would reinforce one's social identification. List

of items included in Appendix B.

18. This factor represents extreme marital and personal dissatisfaction

as well as dissatisfaction with one's social position and antisocial

behavior on the part of the father.
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frequencies of 1) delinquent-criminal record, '2) "most delinquent"

as reported in interview, 3) "most violent" as reported in interview.

Table B 5 'on page 41 will be analyzed in three stages. In the

. first stage we will focus on the distribution of delinquent criminal
4

records among the various family types. It was indicated above that

the best single predictors of official delinquent-criminal record

(discounting racial-ethnic group and economic status) are the degree

of isolation and lack of social-leisure time-participation in

activities orienied toward the larger society. We have also noted

earlier that the father's absence may account for greater pressure

and social estrangement. The above distribution of delinquent criminal

records reflects the effect of specifically such forces. The families

typed as "Black Low Status Traditional" have a considerably more

favorable average score on emotional intrafamilial variable when

compared to the "Spahish Welfare" type or the racially mixed "Low

Status Single Parents", yet they share with them an elevated score on

"isolation" and "unleisurely parents". These three family types (B,

E, and F) which present the highest frequencies of official records

also have the lowest number of natural parents with the, exception of

family type C in which this characteristic is dominant. Family type C

is indeed the next highest in terms of "official" delinquent criminal

records.

The frequency of'"most delinquent" types, with the exception of

the "Black Traditional Family", reflects the impact of quarrelsome
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parents and of the mother's poor emotional-physical health (see

types A, Es and F). Both characteristics were identified aboVe as

predictors ,of delinquent behavior.

4,
Interestingly enough, with the exception of the 'White discordant

families", delinquent - antisocial behavior as reported for the various

family types is, although lower, consistent with their representation

in officially known delinquency-criminality. The fact that the
.

children from "White affluent discordant families" with a high rate
,

of survey reported delinquency do not became official delinquents is

yet to be explained. In part, the explanation may lie with a society

which discriminates in their favor. It could also be that while

equally disfunctional as members of society they are placed earlier

under closer superyision and treatment. Finally, it might be that

while equally "active" as budding delinquents there for theft --

outside the home -- more incentive toward later social conformity.

All of the above will be examined in future analysOs identifying the

various paths leading to antisocial behavior.

,
The relative frequency of "most violent" children iri the various

family types further emphasizes the effect of discordant - quarrelsome

homes (see family type A and F). Children not raised by their natural

parents and who have not been in the continuous care of their mother

(Type C) also have a relatively high frequency in the "most violent"

category.

In sum, the three measures of delinquent violent behavior

indicate that children in the "Low Status Single Parent" family type
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are both severely delinquent and highly violent. These .children also

exhibited the worst degree of emotional impairment at Time I.

Childxen from the "Black Trarlitional" and "Spanish Welfare" family

types have a high survey reported and police recorded rate of

delinquency. They do not however, have a high rate of "most violent"

children. It remains to see whether the relative lack of violent

behavior reported for them in the survey is reflected in the types

of crime they engage in.



P -CHILD REIATIONSHIP AND ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOR

Parental affection and mode of discipline have long been the

axes around which psychological explanations of aggressive antisocial

lehawior have revolved. Whether a frustration aggression model is

employed or a more general psychoanalytic view which emphasizes the
T.

effect of emotional'deprivation, there is almost complete unanimity

regarding the relationship of parental coldness to aggressive criminal

behavior on the part of the children. 19
Modes of discipline are to

same extent more explicit and should thus be generally more accessible

to documentation. The ;rAults however are less consistent. The Gluecks

found that overstrict discipline is an important predictor of delinquency.

McCord and McCord report that, given cold parents, a punitive but con-

sistent discipline is less harmful than an erratic or a lax pattern of

disciplining. L. Robins reports an even more extreme finding, namely,

that Children of cold, stern parents have a particularly low rate of

antisocial behavior. It is 8..umed, however, that corporal punishment

is excluded.

19. A.Bandura and R.H. Walters, Adolescent Aggression (N.Y. Ronald

Press, 1959) emphasize the importance of cold rejecting fathers in the

development of aggressive behavior. The literature on delinquents

(primarily boys) either ascribes more importance to the mothers' cold,

rejecting attitude or attributes equal importance to such behavior on

the part of both father and mother. (For former see McCord, McCord and

Zola op cit. lip. 104-123; for latter see F.I. Nye op cit. pp. 69-76).
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The above noted studies of delinquent-antisocial behavior compared

delinquents with controls in terms of diotional,ties and patterns of

discipline. A few, such as Nye, studied a sample of adolescents from

the general population. Thus, in general, their conclusions identify

parental behavior Which is correlary with delinquency but do not

clarify to what extent such attitudes and forms of behavior have long

tem, causal importance.

For the purposes of this study, 81 questionnaire items regarding

the mother's and the father's attitudes as well as forms of interaction

with the child were factor analyzed. Of the five factors, or dimensions,

which were extracted, three focus on the mother's behavior and two

involve both parents. In the following analysis Year I scores on

these factors are examined for their relationship to delinquent and

violent behavior five years later and to the adolescent's criminal

record.

Overall, this set of independent variables plays a major role in

explaining later antisocial-violent behavior. This is evident both

from the fact that each dimension is related to one or mare aspects

of the dependent variable and from the strength of the correlations, ,

sane of which, indivtdually, explain -- in spite of their longitudinal .

nature -- six percent of the variance in delinquent/criminal behavior.

Of the five dimensions of parent-child relationships) two ("Parents

Cold" and "Mother Excitable-Rejecting") are related simultaneously to

violent and to delinqUent behavior as reported the survey. Parental
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coldness represents the father's (or father figure's) and the mother's

lack of overt affqction to tho child; iiinVeaves a degree of resent-
.

ment and indifference and is coupled with an attempt to avoid the

child. The "Excitable-Rejecting" dimension kands'for the mother's

inconsistent manner in handling the child and her occasional out-

bursts of screaming as well as more direct forms of aggression.

Interwoven in this dimension are the mother's ambivalence to4ard, tnd

. disappointment in the child (for list of items, see Appendix'R).

Both the indifference exhibited in the former dnension and the

inconsistent but rejecting attitude characterizing the latter provide

maximum grounds for the accumulation of frustration and, particularly

at an early age, block the child's natural tendencies toward dependence.20
)

It should be noted that when data collected at the same point in time

is examinea' (Time II) an additional significant increment in the

relationship is observed. Moreover, the specific deleterious effect

is further clarified, namely, the greater relationship of coldnes "

with delinquent behavior and of the "excitable" (given to aggressive

outbursts) to violent behavior. When examined, concurrently "coldness"

alone accounts for over twelve percent of the'variance in delinquent

behavior (in its nonstandardizd form "coldness" accounts for

C

20. For a discussion-of thk relationship between gratification of

early dependency needs and the development of aggressive-behavior,

see A. Bandura and R. Walters, op. cit.
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Table C 1

Relationship (a) of Five Parent -Child Dimensions with

Parents
Cold

(b)
T1 r = .13 T1 r = (-).11(c) T1 r = .15 Ti r = (-) .08

VIOLENCE S.L. .001 S.L. .01 S.L. .001 S.L. .001

SCALE

Violent-Behavior, Delinquent-Behavior and

Delinquent/Criminal Record

Mother
Traditional.'- Parents

Restrictive Punitive

Mother
Non)Supportive-

Directing

T2 r = .232
S.L. .001

= .26
DELINQUENT-

T1

Sr1. .001
BEHAVIOR
SCALE T

2
r = ,35
S.L. .001

DELINQ
CRIMINAL
RECORD T r = .07

-N.S.

Ti r = .07
N.S.

T2 r = (-) .11
S.L. .01

T1 r = .02
N.S.

Tn r = .02
`11 s .

TI r = .21
S.L. .001

T r = .16
"S.L. .001

(a) Pearson0Product Moment Correlations.

(.b)

T2 r = .23 T2 r = (-) .10
S.L. .001 S.L. .01

Ti r = .03 Ti r = .06
N.S. N.B.

T r = .04 T r = .14
2N.S.

2S.L. .001

T1 r = .07 Ti r = .14
N.S. (Xc S.L. .001

is significant)

T2 r = .09 T2 r = .13
S.L. .01 S.L. .001

Mother
Excitable-
Rejecting -

TI r = .20
S.L. .001

T2 r = .32
S.L. .001

TI r = .14
S.L. .001

T
2
r = .23
S.L. .001

Ti r = .05

T r = .04
7N.S.

Ti,r =.correlation betweenTiMe 1 score on parental behavior and Time 2 score on child.
bena vi

T2 x = correlation between Time 2 score on parental behavior and on child behavior.

(c) (-) indicates an inverse relationship.
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17% of the variance); "Excitability" accounts for over ID% of the

variance in violent behavior. If these relationships had reached

significance only in Time II there would have been place for speculation

that they reflect the parents' reaction to their children's delinquent

violent behavior. However, the stability of these predictors indicates

their importance in forecasting such behavior as well as their relevance-

well beyond the "formative years"..

A "punitive" treatment, which in this context represents severe
4

physical pUnishment by mother and/or father as well as deprivation of

privileges, is also highly significantly related to later violent

behavior. As such, these results strongly demonstrate that when overt

aggressive punishment is relied upon, it in turn is learned and employed

in dealing with conflict situations. TFie data further indieate that

such aggressive modes of "strictness" are related to official delin-

quency/critnality'.

The dimension "Mother Traditional Restrictive" is inversely

related to violent behStvior and directly related to the acquisition of a

delinquent criminal record:. This dimension represents the mother's

detachment from current inforiation (and values) concerning children

and youth. It also implies a lack of *interest in any exchange concern-

ing onelshildren. Along with this attitude is coupled an extremely

repressive mode of handling one's children: they allow no sexual

curiosity, never reason with child, view themselves as stricter than

their own parents, and prefer their Children to be "quiet and well

51



's 1

4 w

behaved". When the child does express frustration he meets Nkral A

,,, ..

scolding 'and /or avoidance. A of detachment from current values
,

,
.

. . .
. ,

regarding child rearing might be expected in some immigrant, groups

(partiaularlyfrai:"traditional" countries). When such detachment is

, ,

associated with higlly restrictive and somewhat t repressive treatment

it leads o the ?child's lack of identificatiOn with the parent and ,

li 7'----, II-- I
to the disiAacementI ,qt-aggression. L

,

__.

Child's
Delinquent/
Criminal
Record

Table C 2

Percentage of StUdyjghildren with/without

Delinquent-Criminal Records by'

Mother Traditional-Restrictive

Mother Traditional Restrictive

.

'Low Medium High N

No Record 95.3 84.7 78.8 635

Record . 4.7 15.3 21.2 97

X- 31.5

N=276

d.f. = 2

N=215 N=241

p< .9001

As indicated in Table C 2, when the continuous variable "Mother
.

Tiaditional-Restrictiveiis divided into three categories (low = up to

half S.D. above the mean; Medium = betweenhalf S.D. below and above

the mean; High = more than half S.D. below the mean --- fewer scores

represent.more of this dimension) the relationship is linear.
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In the overall factorial solution which encompassed items

dealing with parent-Child relationshipO'Mother Traditional-Restric-

tive and "Mother.Supportive-Directive were extracted as distinct,

\orthogonal factors. Yet in the analysis under discussion Mother

(Non-)Supportive-Directive and MotherTraditional-Restriatille present

an identical pattern of relationship to violent, crimimal!behavior.

The Supportive-Directive dimension reprpsents.the Mother's tendency to

attend to the child's frustrations, they respond with a.show of

affgetion, distraction or verbal discussion. It also i4volves a degree
s

of acceptance and an attempt to deal with the child's. rebelliousness:

As in the cape of "Mother Restrictive tfielhOn/supportiv61 mothers who

repress the child's frustration seem to.foster a displacement of the

aggression. The fact that this aimension which is considerably less

Ttble C 3 :

1'4

2ercentAge of Study Children With/Without

Delinquent Criminal Records by Mother Supportivc-Directing

Child's Delinquent/
Criminal Record

Low
. 1 ,

Mother Supportive Directing

Medium High,

'No'Reco±d 82.8 18/4 92.0

Record 17.2 '12 .9 8.0

X.2 =. 8.14' =2 p5 .01

related to cultural-ethnic differences ia congruent with the effect

of "Mother Traditional-Restrictive" indltes that,'indeed, a major

go.



impairment in the relationship with the mother ip,of crucial importance

in the development of violent/criminal behavior. 'his should be

emphasized inasmuch as -studdes of aggressive behavior have often

stressed the importance of impairment of relationship with the father

and have appeared to suggest, that the mother-child relationship mas

,;,1 21
at best accepting and at worst overly permissive. 21 the

importance of the mother's attitude and behavior surfaced idthis

study because of the large number of families in which the moth ?r

plays a major role. Giv,en this situation, the mother'S attitude

and behavior are highly predictive of later violent behavior and of

the child's delinquent criminal career.

T.

4

21. See Bandura et al., op. cit.,
54
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CHILDHOOD ANTECEDENTS OF ANTISOCIAL

In order to abStract conceptualaylmeamingfull and Stable dimen7

sions of child behavior, 24 items Concerning Child behavior from the

Time I questionnaire, were factor analyZed, The factorial solution

identified 18 distift dimensions-of child behavior (See Appendix B.).

The basic common denortnators$ or early signals, of both later de1in-

quency and violent behavior are conflict with parents", "fighting",

"conflict with sibs", "self-destructiveness", and "non-compulsivity"

(see Table D 1).. Fighting, conflict with sibs and, to some extent,'

conflict with parents are closely conceptually related. to the phenom,-'

ena which we are trying to predict. Nevertheless, the fact. that Time 1.

measures are so highly related. to Time II delinquent-violent behavior

indicates the.stability of such behavior. he relationship found

between "non-compulsivity" and, particularly, "self-destructive

tendencies" with later violent-delinquent behavior is of prime

importance in that it reveals early symptoms,which are not at face

value associated pith later antisocial behavior. "Self-destructive-

ness", it appears, is a double edged knife associated also with

violence toward others.

The dime4sions which are related exclusively to" later violent

behaviorNaxe: ,"Sex Curiosity", "Regressive Anxiety", "Training

Difficulties", "Demandingness", and "Repetitive Motor Behavior".

While further analysis is necessary before the dynamics involved are

identified, this clustering of predictors strongly suggests that

r r
(.3
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that violent"behavior is associated with early fears and deep-seated

emotional conflicts.

Of the four factors associated with delinquent/criminal record,

one, "Mentation Problems", should be emphasized. While in no way

the only path to official delinquency,' children with early mntation

problems (e.g. difficulties with memory, concentration, speech, etc.)

actually account for a considerable volume of known delinquency.

In the above analysis the most important social, familial and

psychological predictors of delinquent and violent behavior have been

reviewed. While there are several dominant predictors of antisocial

behavior their interrelationship and their relative weight varies

among subgroups of the population. It is therefore necessary to

construct and test at least two major causal paths to account for

the development of antisocial behavior. Violent behavior appears to

be associated with a relatively distinct set of predictors and points

to the importance of both early mother-child relationship and rein-

forcement by adult models.
4

5'77

1
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APPENDIX A'

Background Tnformation on Sample

Table I

Number of Children in the Family by Income Level*
(InPercent)

Number of Children

Income One Two Three/Four Five or More

Poverty 11.4 23.6 43.1 22.0 100%
(Under 4000)

(N = 123)

Lower Income 17.8 30.8 33.0 18.5 100%
(4000-7800)

- (N = 276)

Midrile Income 15.6 37.8 36.7 10.0 100%
(7800-10,500) (N = 90)

Upper Middle 28.2 44.9 23.1 3.8 100%
Inca Me

(lo,5oo-15,500)
(N = 78)

High Income 20.6 49.1 28.5 1.8 100%
(over 15,500) (N = 165)

* AB measured at time of first interview.
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Appendix A (Continued)

Table II

Number of Children in the Family by

Racial-Ethnic Group Membership*

Number of Children

Two Three/Four Five or More

43.0 29.8 4.5

14.7 37.9 30.5'

31.o 38.1 22.3

(In Percent)

One

White 22.7

Black 16.8

Spanish' , 8.6

* Number of children as measured at time of first interview.

Table III

Income Level by Racial-Ethnic Group Membership*

(In Percent)

57

10

(N = 0)
100%

(N = 95)

(N1 197)44

Poverty Lower Income
(Under 4000) (4000-7800)

Middle Income
(7800-10,500)

Upper Middle
Income

(10,500-15,500)
High Income
(Over 15,500)

White 3.4 30.0 13.4 16,1 37.0 l00%
(N = 440)

Black 40.0 38.9 13.7 5.3 2.1 100%

(N = 95)

Spanish 35.5 54.3 9.1 1.0 o.o l00%
(N = 197)

Income level as measured at time of first interview.

rw,


